
1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

Docket No. 

RT-OOOOOJ-03-0218 

NOTICE OF FILING OF AMENDED 
A.R.S. 30 1055(B)(5) and 41-1057(2) 

I COMPLIANCE FILING 

BLFUJSL I HL ANZONA CORPORATION COMMIS 

MARC SPITZER 
Chairman Arizona Corporati sion 2003 OCT - I A 9: 48 

JIM IRVIN 
Commissioner 

WILLIAM A. MUNDELL 
Commissioner 06T 0 1 2003 

DOCK 

JEFF HATCH-MILLER 
Commissioner 

Commissioner 
MIKE GLEASON 

IN THE MATTER OF PROPOSED 
AMENDMENTS TO ARTICLE 11. 
COMPETITIVE TELECOMMUICATIONS 

DICONTINUE OR ABAANDON LOCAL 
EXCHANGE SERVICE AREA 

SERVICES, Rl4-1-1107, APPLICATION TO 

The Arizona Corporation Commission Utilities Division (“Staff ’) hereby amends its filing for 

amendment of the above captioned rule. Staff amends the Economic, Small Business and Consumer 

Impact Statement of its September 2, 2003 filing, pursuant to the August 19, 2003 public comment 

hearing. 

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 1’‘ day of October, 2003. 

ARIZONA CORPORATION COMMISSION 

Atto GaryP*on ey, Legal Division 
1200 West Washington Street 
Phoenix, Anzona 85007 
(602) 542-6026 
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Iriginal and 13 copies of the foregoing filed 
his 1" day of October, 2003, with: 

locket Control 
irizona Corporation Commission 
200 West Washington 
'hoenix, Arizona 85007 

Zopy of the foregoing mailed this 1" day 
If October, 2003, to: 

Thomas H. Campbell 
Lewis and Roca 
40 N. Central Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Theresa Tan 
WorldCom, Inc. 
201 Spear Street 
Department 9976 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Daniel Pozefsky 
RUCO 
11 10 West Washington, Suite220 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Cindy Manheim 
Regulatory Counsel 
AT&T Wireless 
7277- 164TH Avenue NE 
Redmond, WA 98052 

Eric S. Heath 
Sprint Communications Company 
100 Spear Street, Suite 930 
San Francisco, CA 94105 

Timothy Berg 
Theresa Dwyer 
Fennemore Craig, PC 
3003 North Central Avenue, Suite 2600 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Andrew 0. Isar 
TRI 
43 10 92nd Avenue, N. W. 
Gig Harbor, Washington 98335 

Mark DiNunzio 
Cox Arizona Telcom, L.L.C. 
20401 N. 29th Avenue, Suite 100 
Phoenix, AZ 85027 

Jeffrey W. Crockett 
Thomas L. Murnaw 
Snell8z Wilmer, LLP 
One Arizona Center 
Phoenix, AZ 85004-2202 

Joan S. Burke 
Osborn Maledon, P.A. 
2929 N. Central Avenue, Suite 1200 
Phoenix, AZ 85012 

Richard S. Wolters 
Maria Arias-Chapleau 
AT&T Comm. of the Mountain States, Inc. 
1875 Lawrence Street, Suite 1575 
Denver, CO 80202 

Steven J. Duffy 
Ridge & Isaacson, PC 
3101 N. Central Avenue, Suite 1090 
Phoenix, AZ 85012 

Qwest Corporation 
1801 California Street, #5 100 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

Maureen Arnold 
Qwest Communications, Inc. 
4041 North Central, 1 lth Floor 
Phoenix, AZ 85012 

Michael M. Grant 
Gallagher & Kennedy 
2575 East Camelback Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85016-9225 
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Richard M. Rindler 
Morton J. Posner 
Swider & Berlin 
3000 K Street, N.W. 
Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20007 

Charles Kallenbach 
American Communications Services, Inc. 
13 1 National Business Parkway 
Annapolis Junction, Maryland 2070 1 

Thomas F. Dixon 
MCI Telecommunications Corp. 
707 17th Street, #3900 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

Joyce Hundley 
United States Department of Justice 
Antitrust Division 
1401 H Street NW 
Suite 8000 
Washington, DC 20530 

Scott S. Wakefield 
RUCO 
11 10 West Washington, Suite 220 
Phoenix, AZ 85007 

Diane Bacon 
Legislative Director 
Communications Workers of America 
5818 N. 7th Street, Suite 206 
Phoenix, AZ 85014-581 1 

Douglas Hsiao 
Jim Scheltema 
Blumenfeld & Cohen 
1625 Massachusetts Ave. NW, Suite 300 
Washington, DC 20036 

Raymond S. Heyman 
Michael W. Patten 
Roshka Heyman & DeWulf 
400 E. Van Buren, Suite 800 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Gregory Hoffman 
AT&T Telecommunications 
795 Folsom Street, Room 2159 
San Francisco, CA 94107-1243 

Mark Kioguardi 
Tiffany and Bosco PA 
500 Dial Tower 
1850 N. Central Avenue 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 

Charles Best, Esq. 
Associate General Counsel 
Electric Lightwave, Inc. 
4400 NE 77th Avenue 
Vancouver, Washington 98662 

Darren S. Weingard 
Stephen H. Kukta 
Sprint Communications Co. L.P. 
1850 Gateway Drive, 7th Floor 
San Mateo, CA 94404-2467 

Jon Loehman 
Managing Director-Regulatory 
SBC Telecom, Inc. 
5800 Northwest Parkway 
Suite 135, Room 1.S.40 
San Antonio, TX 78249 

Mark P. Trinchero 
Davis Wright Tremaine LLP 
1300 S.W. Fifth Avenue, Suite 2300 
Portland, Oregon 9720 1 

Daniel Waggoner 
Davis Wright Tremaine 
2600 Century Square 
1501 Fourth Avenue 
Seattle, Washington 98 1 0 1 - 1 688 

M. Andrew Andrade 
5261 S. Quebec Street 
Suite 150 
Greenwood Village, Colorado 801 11 

Todd C. Wiley 
Gallagher & Kennedy 
2575 E. Camelback Road 
Phoenix, AZ 85016-9225 

Megan Deberneck 
Covad Communications Co. 
7901 Lowry Boulevard 
Denver, CO 80230 
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Mark N. Rogers 
Excel1 Agent Services, L.L.C. 
2175 W. 14th Street 
Tempe, AZ 85281 

Robert S. Tanner 
331 1 3rd Street N 
Arlington, Virginia 2220 1-1 7 1 1 

Wendy Wheeler, Vice President 
Alltel 
11333 North Scottsdale Road 
Suite 200 
Scottsdale, Arizona 85254 

Deborah R. Scott 
UniSource Energy Services 
One South Church Street, Suite 200 
Tucson, AZ 85702 

Jon Poston, Consumer Coordinator 
ACTS 
6733 East Dale Lane 
Cave Creek, AZ 8533 1 

Karen Clauson 
Eschelon Telecom 
730 Second Avenue South, Suite 1200 
Minneapolis, MN 55402 

Lyndall Nipps 
Director, Regulatory 
Allegiance Telecom, h c .  
845 Camino Sure 
Palm Springs, CA 92262 
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A1 Sterman 
Arizona Consumers Council 
2849 E. 8th Street 
Tucson, AZ 85716 

Brian Thomas 
Vice President, Regulartory-West 
Time Warner Telecom, Inc. 
223 Taylor Avenue North 
Seattle, Washington 98109 

Michael Bagley, Director of Public Policy 
Verizon Wireless 
15505 Sand Canyon Avenue 
Irvin, CA 92618 

Curt Huttsell 
Citizens Communications 
Electric Lightwave, Inc. 
4 Triad Center, suite 200 
Salt Lake City, UT 84180 

Mike Allentoff 
Global Crossing Services, Inc. 
1080 Pittsford Victor Road 
Pittsford, NY 14534 

Steven W. Cheifetz, Esq. 
Robert J. Metli, Esq. 
Cheiftez & Iannitelli, P.A. 
3238 North 16th Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85016 

Johnathan Kilburn 
Nextel Communications 
4643 South Ulster, Suite 500 
Denver, CO 80207 



AMENDED ECONOMIC, SMALL BUSINESS AND 
CONSUMER IMPACT STATEMENT 

A. Economic, small business and consumer impact summary. 

1. Proposed rulemaking. 

The proposed amendment to existing Rule R- 14-2- 1 107 will impose on 
providers of interexchange telecommunications services the same 
requirements placed on local exchange service providers to file an 
application with the Commission when the provider seeks to abandon, sell, 
or otherwise transfer customers. R-14-2-1107 currently applies only to 
local exchange service providers. 

2. Brief summary of the economic impact statement. 

The proposed amendment to rules to include a required Application to 
Discontinue or Abandon interexchange telecommunication services will 
affect providers of interexchange telecommunications services and 
consumers of interexchange telecommunications services. 

Costs of the proposed rule amendment will include the costs related to 
expanding the tasks involved in reviewing applications to abandon local 
exchange service to reviewing both applications to abandon local 
exchange service and interexchange telecommunications services. Costs 
may include, in addition to review of applications, the costs of processing 
requests for waiver of the rule and the costs of any additional compliance 
and enforcement proceedings that may arise. 

The primary benefit of the proposed amendment is the assurance that 
customers of interexchange telecommunications services will be afforded 
notice of the proposed abandonment and an opportunity to choose an 
alternative provider. 

The proposed rule amendment is deemed to be the least intrusive and least 
costly alternative of achieving the purposes of the proposed amendment. 

3. Name and address of agency employees to contact regarding this 
statement. 

Adam Lebrecht and Gary H. Horton, Esq. at the Arizona Corporation 
Commission, 1200 West Washington, Phoenix, Arizona 85007. 
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B. Economic, small business and consumer impact statement. 

1. Identification of the proposed rulemaking. 

The proposed amendment to existing Rule R-14-2-1107 will impose on 
providers of interexchange telecommunications services the same 
requirements placed on local exchange service providers to file an 
application with the Commission when the provider seeks to abandon, sell, 
or otherwise transfer customers. R-14-2-1107 currently applies only to 
local exchange service providers. 

2. Persons who will be directly affected by, bear the costs of, or directly 
benefit from the proposed rulemaking. 

a. Consumers of interexchange telecommunications services in 
Arizona. 

b. Interexchange telecommunications service providers in Arizona. 

3. Cost-benefit analysis. 

a. Probable costs and benefits to the implementing agency and 
other agencies directly affected by the implementation and 
enforcement of the proposed rule amendment. 

Costs of the proposed rule amendment will include the costs 
related to expanding the tasks involved in reviewing applications 
to abandon local exchange service to reviewing both applications 
to abandon local exchange service and interexchange 
telecommunications services. Costs may include, in addition to 
review of applications, the costs of processing requests for waiver 
of the rule and the costs of any additional compliance and 
enforcement proceedings that may arise. 

The benefit of the proposed amendment is the assurance that 
consumers of interexchange telecommunications services will be 
afforded notice of proposed abandonment and an opportunity to 
choose an alternative provider. 

b. Probable costs and benefits to a political subdivision of this 
state directly affected by the implementation and enforcement 
of the proposed rule amendment. 

Implementation of the proposed rule amendment should not result 
in any increased cost to any political subdivision. To the extent 
political subdivisions may be consumers of interexchange 
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4. 

5. 

telecommunications services in Arizona, the political subdivision 
will benefit by notice of intended abandonment and an opportunity 
to obtain an alternative provider of services. 

c. Probable costs and benefits to businesses directly affected by 
the proposed rulemaking, including any anticipated affect on 
the revenues or payroll expenditure of employers who are 
subject to the proposed rulemaking. 

Costs to providers of interexchange telecommunications services 
will include: 

The costs associated with filing of an Application to Discontinue 
or Abandon Service; 

The costs associated with notification to all affected customers of 
the proposed discontinuance or abandonment; 

The costs associated with ensuring all affected customers will have 
access to an alternative interexchange service provider. 

Probable impacts on private and public employment in business, 
agencies, and political subdivision of this state directly affected by 
the proposed rule amendment. 

It is improbable that private and public employment would be affected by 
the proposed rule amendment. 

Probable impact of the proposed rulemaking on small business. 

a. Identification of the small businesses subject to the proposed 
rule amendment. 

Businesses subject to the proposed rule amendment are small, 
intermediate, and large interexchange telecommunications 
providers. However, few if any, of the interexchange services 
providers affected by the proposed rule amendment are small 
businesses as defined under A.R.S. $41-1001.19. 

b. Administrative and other costs required for compliance with 
this proposed rule amendment. 

Costs to the Commission of the proposed rule amendment will 
include the costs related to expanding the tasks involved in 
reviewing applications to abandon local exchange service to 
reviewing both applications to abandon local exchange service and 
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interexchange telecommunications services. Costs may include, in 
addition to review of applications, the costs of processing requests 
for waiver of the rule and the costs of any additional compliance 
and enforcement proceedings that may arise. 

Costs to providers of interexchange telecommunications services 
may include: the costs associated with filing of an Application to 
Discontinue or Abandon Service; and the costs associated with 
notification to all affected customers of the proposed 
discontinuance or abandonment; the costs associated with ensuring 
all affected customers will have access to an alternative 
interexchange service provider. 

c. A description of the methods that the agency may use to reduce 
the impact on small businesses. 

Few if any, of the interexchange services providers affected by the 
proposed rule amendment are small businesses as defined under 
A.R.S. $41-1001.19. Impact is therefore reduced as much as 
possible. 

To the extent small businesses are consumers of interexchange 
telecommunications services, such small business will benefit from 
adequate notice of the intention of their providers to abandon the 
provision of service, and an opportunity to obtain alternative 
provision. 

d. The probable cost and benefit to private persons and 
consumers who are directly affected by the proposed rule 
amendment. 

Consumers of interexchange telecommunications services should 
not experience any material increase in costs associated with the 
proposed rule amendment. Consumers will benefit by receiving 
adequate notice of the intention of their providers to abandon the 
provision of service, and an opportunity to obtain alternative 
provision. 

6. A statement of the probable effect on state revenues. 

The proposed rule amendment may result in an increase in state revenues 
if penalties are imposed on interexchange service providers for 
noncompliance with the rule amendment. 

7. A description of any less intrusive or less costly alternative method of 
achieving the purpose of the proposed rule amendment. 
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There is no less intrusive or less costly alternative method of achieving the 
purpose of the proposed rule amendment. 

8. If for any reason adequate data is not reasonably available to 
comply with the requirements of subsection B of this section the 
agency shall explain the limitations of the data and the methods that 
were employed in the attempt to obtain the data and shall 
characterize the probable impacts in qualitative terms. 

Adequate data is not available to comply with the requirements of 
subsection B. Therefore, the probable impacts are explained in qualitative 
terms. 


